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In the United States Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia 

Georgia M. Spruill, appellant 

i 

V. 

i 

Howard E. Crawford, appellee 

BRIEF OF APPELLEE 

STATEMENT OE THE CASE 

On November 24, 1930, at or about the hour of 
nine (9) o’clock A. M., Georgia M. Spruill wgs dis¬ 
possessed and evicted from premises 27 Iowi (now 
Logan) Circle, Northwest, Washington, D. (p., and 
her furniture and personal belongings were $et out 
and deposited on the sidewalk and roadway ip front 
of the said premises. Officers of the Police De¬ 
partment were assigned to watch the property and 
made diligent efforts to locate Miss Spruill. It 
began to rain about three o’clock p. m. and at or 
about the hour of four o’clock p. m., a Police Officer 
notified the Property Clerk of the Police Depart¬ 
ment that they had been unable to locate Miss 
Spruill, that the property had been abandoned and 
was being damaged by the rain; whereupon it be¬ 
came and was the duty of the appellee, as Property 
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Clerk of the Police Department, under Title 20, 
section 503. page 234, of the Code of the District of 
Columbia (R. S. D. C. sec. 409) to receive and keep 
said propertyi until satisfactory evidence of owner¬ 
ship of the same was established. He received the 
property between four-thirty and five o’clock p. m. 
and placed the same in storage. On November 26, 
1930, Miss Spruill appeared at Police Headquar¬ 
ters and claimed the property, and the appellee 
agreed and endeavored to release and give over to 
her the property, however she refused to accept 
and receive all of it, and would take and accept 
onlv several articles for which she contended she 
had immediate need. Efforts were continued by 
the appellee’to get Miss Spruill to take, receive, and 
accept her property but she would not, and in April 
1932 when seventeen months had elapsed and she 
had not taken her furniture, she was told that 
unless she did so before May 17, 1932, the same 
would be sold for storage. After this notice but 
before sale, and on to-wit, May 6,1932, through her 
attorney she filed suit in the Supreme Court of the 
District of Columbia, in Replevin, Law No. 81,234, 
claiming the property and $5,000.00 damages. 

Although this appellee promptly filed his plea, 
the plaintiff's attorney did not file a “Note and 
Joinder of Issue” and the cause of action was dis¬ 
missed for the want of prosecution on June 9,1933. 
Again, the appellant was requested to take and 
accept her furniture but again she refused, and 
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once more she was notified that unless she ^ake 
and accept the same it would be sold at public auc¬ 
tion. However, on August 21,1933, without notice 
to the appellee, Miss Spruill, in proper person, filed 
a motion to vacate and set aside the dismissal for 
the want of prosecution, which was granted on 
August 22, 1933. Thereupon, this appellee filjed a 
‘ 4 Note and Joinder of Issue’’ and in order to expe¬ 
dite and avoid further delay, filed a motiofi to 
advance for hearing on the merits which was 
granted and the issues came on to be hearfi on 
January 23,1934, before a Justice and Jury. The 
trial of the issues required three days. The ap¬ 
pellant appeared in proper person, however the 
trial Justice was vigilant and solicitous of her 
rights and assisted her at every juncture, issuing 
subpoenas forthwith, obtaining expert testimony, 
and afforded the appellant every opportunity to 
fairly and satisfactorily present her case. On Jan¬ 
uary 25, 1934, the Jury returned a verdict for the 
Defendant, which verdict was received and ap- , 
proved by the Court. 

! 

ARGUMENT 

j 

. 

The assignments of error, numbering fifteen <tl5), 
do not raise a single issue of law, but assert merely 
controverted facts which were submitted to! the 

i 

Jury in the Court below and failed of proof, as 
evidenced by the verdict. 

There is no Bill of Exceptions. There wa^ not 
a single objection made to the admission or r^jec- 
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tion of evidence, nor was there a single exception 
noted and allowed. 

The appellee is now and has always been ready 
and willing to release and deliver over to the ap¬ 
pellant all the furniture and property which are 
in his custody as Property Clerk of the Police De¬ 
partment, providing only that she will sign and 
receipt for the same. 

It is respectfully submitted that the proceeding 
in the lower Court was in conformity with law, and 
the verdict within its power and authority, and the 
decision should be affirmed. 

E. Barrett Prettyman, 

Corporation Counsel, D. C., 
Verxox E. West, 

Principal Assistant Corporation Counsel, 

Thos. Gillespie Walsh, 

Assistant Corporation Counsel, 

Attorneys for Appellee . 
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